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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 -1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
PCT Publication WO 00/56777 (see Kim et al, US Patent 6,563,994) in view of Perrin et 
al generally for reasons of record noting the following. 

Applicant has amended claim 1 to recite the instant viscosity, which is admittedly a bit 
lower than that disclosed in Perrin et al. However, it is respectfully urged that one of 
ordinary skill in this art would know of the viscosity range over which a liquid preform 
would be spun. While Perrin et al may desire to increase the viscosity to facilitate the 
spinning, the exact viscosity used would be a result effective variable readily determined 
through routine experimentation by one of ordinary skill in this art. Hence, it is 
submitted that the instant viscosity would not make claim 1 and its dependent s 
patentable over the combination as applied. Also, it is not seen how newly added claim 
13 defines over the combination and this claim is likewise rejected. The "member with 
varying dimensions" would be the tapered outlet of Perrin et al. Surely, it would have 
been obvious to make the internal enclosure of the primary reference as longer than the 
external enclosure to facilitate grasping the internal enclosure and not disrupt the fiber 
preform. 

2.Applicant's arguments filed March 3, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant suggests the instant viscosity of 1 to 5 Pa sec would 
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render the instant claims patentable. While it is true that the references — ie, Perrin et 
al- do not teach such a low viscosity for the spinning, it is believed that the exact 
viscosity would have been readily determined as such is a result effective variable. It is 
noted that applicant chooses to spin the preform when it has a viscosity equivalent to or 
lower than that used in Perrin et al to mix the liquids. Perrin et al employs a much 
higher viscosity to perform the spinning— at least 50 Pa sec, and does so to facilitate 
the spinning. However, it certainly is within the skill level of the art to determine suitable 
viscosities for a polymer solution to be spun. If one should choose to spin at a very low 
viscosity, where the spinning solution is more fluid -and less stable-than conventional, 
such is not an indicator of patentability as applicant believes given that viscosity is a 
result effective variable. It is not clear exactly why applicant believes instant claim 13 
defines over the art applied, but it is not believed that it does for reasons already noted. 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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4.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
June 22, 2008 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



